The classes, purposes and characteristics associated with the review article in the field of applied linguistics were analyzed. The data were collected from a randomly selected corpus of thirty two review articles from a discipline-related key journal in applied linguistics. The findings revealed that different sub-genres can be identified within the applied linguistic review article genre. Three main types of review articles were therefore identified based on the analysis of linguistic devices often used by the authors, their communicative purposes, and the specialist informants' feedback: (1) the bibliographic review article which gives readers a comprehensive and descriptive record of annual works and it encompasses the literature-oriented approach, (2) the critical evaluative review article which encompasses subject-oriented approach, that is to say it identifies an idea or raises a research problem, then gives its solution by analyzing and evaluating the selective works done before in the related field, and finally it suggests a new direction, and (3) the mixed-mode review article which has the twin roles and encompasses both literature-oriented and subject-oriented approaches. A possible colony of review genre was suggested and this study further examined some of the characteristics and purposes associated with the review articles. The classification continuum, purposes, characteristics, and linguistic devices of the review articles proposed thus provide useful guidance for graduate EFL (English as a Foreign Language) students and novice writers how to monitor and make use of the review articles during their research writing.
Introduction
Review genres are normally written texts or part texts that can provide suitable places for expression of personal ideas, attitudes, and evaluations. It is important to note that authors in review genres are involved in arguing their ideas and expressing their judgment and evaluations. The authors of review genres not only provide an overview and a clear picture of their outcomes based on their own viewpoints but also supply an evaluation of the outcomes and contrast others' viewpoints. As a matter of fact, review genres make a room for the contributors and members in a community to construct a dialogue or an argument so that they could engage with each other through a dialogic interaction and argumentative debates in that room. Review genres might be classified into three groups namely: (a) Art Reviews, (b) Promotional Reviews, and (c) Academic Reviews. In the current study, Academic reviews have been emphasized due to its main focus. One of the key academic review genres that academic researchers need to master is the review article and its classification, categorization, and purposes. It not only provides an overview of works done before in the related field but also evaluates the works and researches skillfully with very critical eyes. In other words, one of the major functions of the review article genre is to evaluate the researches and researchers' contributions. Similarly, it can be stated that academic review genres in comparison with other academic genres are also following literature-oriented and subject-oriented approaches. The former approach provides an overview of the literature in the related fields or sub-fields and the latter one seeks to identify and raise an issue in the research and offers its solution by analyzing and evaluating the contributions, and finally it recommends new directions or trends. It is a fact that Academic Reviews play an important role in the life of academic researchers and scientific community members, and these types of reviews particularly the review article carries out distinctive functions. This type of genre (i.e., the review article genre) is somehow a neglected genre and its contribution has not received more attention in the literature (Hyland, 2000;  Among the various types of academic review genre, the review article has attracted the most attention due to its important functions, classification, and characteristic features. It also plays an important rhetorical role in creating a research gap, raising a research problem, and evaluating the works and establishing 'praise and criticism interactions' of authors (Hyland, 2000) .
Normally the review article has been understood as a brief survey of relevant literature and this type of review genre has been in circulation since the 18 th century (Kronick, 1976 , as cited in Garfield, 1987a, p. 113) . On the contrary, the review article can be characterized by two major types as stated by Adams (1961) , namely (1) discipline review and (2) categorical review. These were two types which belonged to the 19th century German review types. The former is a comprehensive description record, while the latter is a highly selective and critical one and it is focusing on a problem and giving its solution. In another view, Woodward (1974) believed that there can be eight types of reviews, namely critical, evaluation, interpretive, speculative, state of the art, tutorial, historical and popular. Thus, it can be contended that it is not normally a brief survey of relevant literature. For instance, if a review is a critical one it can focus on critical evaluation of published information and ideas. To be short, the review article is a valuable source, as it has been suggested, not only for being an integrative and a synthesized-form scientific article but also for being a source for data access (Garfield, 1987a) . As Price (1965) suggested, after publishing thirty or forty research articles in any field we will need for a review. In fact, we can conclude that it is often difficult to give a single definition of a review article because as mentioned above the review article in any discipline and its related fields may take various forms and functions.
With the given definitions and characterizations in mind, there can be more than one function for the review article, namely (1) historical function and (2) contemporary function (Woodward, 1977) . It seems that the categorical review article mostly often likes to perform the historical function, while the bibliographic review article which provides merely a survey of the current literature tends to perform the contemporary function (ibid, p. 176). Although there was common agreement that reviews fulfill two primary functions, we can certainly find out from findings of other studies this double role of the reviews obviously needs to be called into question. In publishing reviews there might be significant factors affecting their characteristic features, categorization and functions. Review writers are sought out by editors and solicited to write on a given subject field. The editorial policy, the exact scope and overall format of the journal, the discipline itself, and author's communicative purpose touch on the variation of the reviews. For example, later in Noguchi's (2001 Noguchi's ( , 2006 work, the science review article genre has been classified into four main categories namely: (1) history, (2) status quo, (3) theory, and (4) issue. As Swales (2004) pointed out there are no discoursal studies of review articles discussed at length in writing manuals except two: Myers (1991) and Noguchi's (2001) studies. Myers examined review articles of two prominent molecular biologists. It is stated that a review article draws readers into the writer's views of what has happened and by ordering the recent past, it suggests what can be done next (Myers, 1991, p. 46 Vol. 7, No. 10; 2014 review genre, as Noguchi (2001) stated in her doctoral dissertation, offers a publishing opportunity, because review articles are more flexible and less frozen than the standard research articles. Her data were 25 science review articles and she has applied textual analysis and the informants' views to the data. Moreover, she suggested review article is a different genre and it is going to become increasingly important as the published literature displays. It is clear that the need for review articles is growing due to situations as pressure to publish, increasing specific fields in different disciplines and the need for their history, and growing the number of scholars. In addition to mastering the academic review genres, junior researchers and graduate EFL students need to raise their awareness of classes, characteristics and purposes of the review articles in the field of applied linguistics. They need to master the linguistic devices used in this type of review genre in terms of categorization system. The review article also plays a significant role for those people in creating knowledge and informing them on how to manage their own learning and how to make use of scholarly reviews. And this is one of the main reasons to justify and show the significance of the current study because there has been scant attention to review article genre in the field of applied linguistics.
In this paper we therefore focus on the abstract and introductory sections of review articles in applied linguistics, to analyze the classification system of the review articles based on the linguistic devices (i.e. textual devices) used and communicative purposes declared by the authors. Our main aim in selecting this academic review genre is to offer a system of classification for the review articles in applied linguistics based on linguistic devices, purposes, intended audiences, and characteristic features. As it has been suggested, the literature review might be classified into its subtypes based on its length, content, subject matter, period cover and expected readership (Manten, 1973) . By concentrating on the abstract and introductory sections of review articles, we hope to be able to offer a continuous spectrum perhaps referring to the different types of review articles in this field because it is misleading to classify review articles into distinctive types with certain borderlines by content or subject matter.
The study then suggest a possible colony of review genres and the characteristic features and purposes associated with the review articles in applied linguistics. The findings will also be confirmed by consulting the specialist informants.
Methodology
The corpus used for this study comprised 32 review articles in the field of applied linguistics, each 18-20 pages on average, published in an established journal between 2000 to 2007 entitled: Annual Review of Applied Linguistics (ARAL printed by Cambridge University Press). The prestige and reputation of this journal in publishing review articles were taken into account and evidentially it has a high impact factor. Yet, another criteria involved in sampling procedure of this study is to consult the specialist informants in that field, this is known as 'informant nomination' the established tradition in sampling and targeting the corpus-based studies (Hyland, 2000 (Hyland, , 2007 Kuhi & Behnam, 2010; Kuhi, Yavari, & Sorayyaei, 2012) . They were asked to name the most prestigious journals with higher degree of reputation among academics in which their review articles were published. A simple random sampling was used to select the corpus. This study was a part of PhD Thesis (at the Faculty of Languages & Linguistics, University of Malaya, Malaysia) investigating the review articles in applied linguistics (forthcoming).
The first step was to identify and analyze the textual/or linguistic devices including reporting verbs, clauses, phrases, the content itself, and structures referring to the communicative purposes of authors (e.g. Therefore what I wanted to do was…, The main aim of this chapter is…) in the abstract and introductory sections of the corpus. By concentrating on the textual devices of these sections of the corpus, we wanted to investigate the categorization system (i.e. types and classification system), purposes, and characteristic features of the review articles in applied linguistics. Such an analysis of the textual/ or linguistic devices is a necessary prerequisite to the investigation of possible classification variables in this type of academic review genre. In this study, two sets of clues were used to investigate the classification variables and purposes of this review genre: textual devices and the specialist informants' feedback.
In the second step, we referred to the specialist informants through e-mailing interview and personal communication. The main concern of the current research is the discourse community in the field of applied linguistics; therefore it is essential to look inside the academic discourse community in order to learn about the discourse structure, categorization and classification system, purposes and characteristic features of the review articles. For this reason a few semi-structured questions related to the informants' published review articles were asked through personal communication and emailing. These questions were in terms of their main aim of writing and publishing this type of academic review genre in ARAL journal and also clarifying the categorization system, functions and purposes, and characteristic features of the review articles. The specialist informants' feedback and www.ccsenet.org/elt English Language Teaching Vol. 7, No. 10; 2014 replies can be considered as a great guide to our research and it could also be a kind of means to validate the findings of this research.
Results and Discussion

A Classification Continuum of Review Article in Applied Linguistics
Based on the findings of our analysis of textual devices, many of the reviews did not just summarize published works but they evaluate the works as well. So they could be either evaluative or descriptive. The review articles in the field of applied linguistics in this research were classified into three types namely: (a) critical evaluative review (i.e. this kind of review as its name implies puts much more emphasis on critical evaluation of published work and it encompasses the subject-oriented approach), (b) bibliographic review (i.e. this kind of review gives readers a comprehensive descriptive record of annual works in that field and it encompasses the literature-oriented approach), and (c) mixed-mode review (i.e. this type of review has the twin roles, that is to say this review encompasses both the approaches mentioned above to varying degrees). So far, it seems to us that this type of classification of review articles in the field of applied linguistics has not been done in any research, and also the classification 'labels' are not often used by any authors. It should be added that there are some linguistic devices often used by review article authors to refer to this classification. These textual/ or linguistic devices (i.e. lexical words, phrases, or clauses which have signaling functions) were found to be numerous in the Abstract /or Introduction sections of the review articles studied. Some examples follow: 
9)
This chapter provides an overview of approaches within corpus linguistics…the chapter concludes with a brief overview of some other foci in CL and suggests that …: the need for more computer tools…and the need for further studies… (Rev A12, Abstract, Bibliographic Review) 10) This chapter will review the recent research in listening instruction. The first section will provide a brief overview of the cognitive processes…The next section will review recent research on …The third section will examine two approaches to listening instruction and consider an integrated model…The final section proposes future research directions for… (Rev A17, Intro., Bibliographic Review) 16) The purpose of this chapter is to survey longitudinal SLA research published in the last three years and offer a critical reflection of best current longitudinal practices and desirable directions for future… (Rev A22, Abstract, Mixed-mode Review)
In the examples (1-16), the underlined linguistic devices are used to present and show the authors' intentional position and their main objective of establishing the orientation of the review articles. By using these linguistic devices, the authors try not only to tell the intended audiences why the review articles have been written, but also to refer to the type of the review articles in this field. -5) . In this study, the authors of the reviews use these linguistic devices to construct an argument for the views or the issues. The 25% of the reviews involve the critical evaluative review article (8 out of 32). As Hyland (2000) noted, "report verbs do not simply function to indicate the status of information reported, but the writer's position in relation to that information" (p.38). This is evident in an academic review genre particularly the review article, where we have found that there is a widespread occurrence of reporting verbs such as 'argue', 'discuss', and 'seek to question' in the review articles in applied linguistics. Similarly, examination of the science review articles in Noguchi's (2006) study revealed that different sub-genres might be identified within the science review article genre. Moreover, it showed that 'issue reviews' are presenting a phenomenon and pointing to some research issues involving it and then offering a solution. Her study clarified that the text types in 'issue review' and 'theory review' are discussing issues or theories in the field.
In addition, the verbs, phrases, and clauses like: 'This chapter presents a survey of…, This chapter is intended to survey these recent developments…, This chapter reviews…, I describe that…, This chapter provides a brief overview of…, I summarize…then I describe…' are used to refer to 'Narrative and Descriptive' text types(examples 6-10). This category of the review article has been classified as 'Bibliographic review' in this study because it may have been more frequently describing the background of the field or its sub-fields and its current position. The authors use these linguistic devices to present a survey of the works done before, give an overview of the subject, and aware researchers of the present activity in that field. The 25% of the text types in the corpus of this study belongs to narrative and descriptive text types (8 out of 32). Likewise, 'history review' and 'status quo review' were somewhat showing the same features and characteristics in science review articles (Noguchi, 2006) . She clarified that the text types in the two reviews are narrative and descriptive and they are describing history or current work.
In some other examples (11-16), we found integrated signs of the linguistic devices referring to mixed-mode design of text types. In the first example (11), for instance, the author tries firstly to present a survey of recent developments and secondly discusses the recent issues in the field. In the example (16), the author first surveys the recent research and next he/she offers a critical reflection and desirable directions at last. As shown here, the review articles in the field of applied linguistics do not just summarize the published works. Sometimes they may evaluate the issues. And sometimes they might follow both modes (i.e. a mixed-mode design). In this case, they not only present an overview but also discuss and evaluate the views or issues. The degree of intensity from descriptive to critical text type varies from one review article to another due to its focus, function, and author's communicative purpose. The fifty percent of the review articles in this research involve mixed-mode reviews (16 out of 32) and the rest of the reviews belongs to both classes, that is to say, the rate of distribution for the two classes (as shown above) is the same. According to the findings, this category seems to be a unique one in 7, No. 10; 2014 81 applied disciplines in comparison with non-applied areas, particularly science reviews. As it has been shown there has not been such a category in Noguchi's (2006) work.
The findings of this research suggest that we can supply useful criteria for evaluation of review publications. Based on this approach, we can formulate a continuum of classification for this type of academic review genre (i.e. review article genre). This continuum can demonstrate the functionality variation among review articles whether they function as evaluative review or descriptive and indicative review. And also it shows variety of the text types as well as the intended audiences of the reviews. This vertical continual spectrum demonstrates the degree of criticality among the text types of the review articles in applied linguistics (see Figure 1) .
Figure 1. A classification continuum of review articles in applied linguistics
In the figure above, a continuum of review articles in applied linguistics is presented. It has been packed based on the findings of this research, so this continuum is ranging from the bibliographic review through the mixed mode to the critical evaluative review. These reviews, in fact, differ from each other in the kind. Actually the less evaluative and more narrative form is the bibliographic review. From this one if we go up the continuum, we could proceed through a review following a mixed-mode design (i.e. narrative and evaluative texts mixed) and encompassing both approaches. Finally we could reach a critical evaluative review. This type of review seeks to question and discusses the question, analyzes and evaluates the recent developments, reviews and compares the debates, and offers possible solutions and suggests new directions. This type of review article has offered comprehensive, timely collections of critical evaluative reviews written by solicited expert members of the discourse community. Clearly as it has been demonstrated in the figure above, if we proceed this continuum from down to up, we could find out that the text types at the lowest range are less evaluative and more literature-oriented and then it proceeds through a narrative, thematically written text and evaluative type of texts (a mixed-mode text types) to more analytical, evaluative and critical text types.
The findings of the first stage of our study point to similarities and divergences across such sub-genres, based on analyzing and identifying a set of linguistic devices and features targeting the review articles in applied linguistics. The results reveal that these three types of review articles in the field of applied linguistics differ from each other in the kind and their functions. They often occupy their own ideal areas in the continuum expressing on the one hand their intended audiences and variation in authorship and, on the other hand, variation in criticality of the text types based on their communicative purposes. In other words, critical evaluative intensity www.ccsenet.org/elt English Language Teaching Vol. 7, No. 10; 2014 seems to depend on the rhetorical functions, characteristics, and purposes of the review article genre.
Characteristics and Purposes of Review Article in Applied Linguistics
In this section, we have tried to look at the various uses and characteristics of the review articles in Applied Linguistics. So, the characteristics and functions of the review articles were examined and they were further investigated by consulting the specialist informants who were corresponding authors of the reviews in ARAL journal.
Each of the various classes of the review articles in Applied Linguistics seems to carry out different functions and they may have different characteristics, although they might have some purposes in common. The critical evaluative review article is written with critical and evaluative eyes of the author and its value relies on the expertise of the author. The author tries to evaluate the opinions and attitudes in that field or subfields and he/she intrudes himself/herself in the review. This type of review is significant due to the validity of his/her point of view. The text type in this review is argumentative, evaluative, and critical. This review is selective and useful because it neglects to act merely as annotated bibliographies and as a booklet of abstracts. So, the need for this type of review is real due to its significant analysis and evaluation of the author. This review is written by one of the parent members of the discourse community in his/her own field. It requires greater intellectual effort and the expertise of the author. The critical evaluative review article serves four main purposes, they intend to: (1) become subject-oriented, (2) survey the selected works and to raise an issue in the related field, (3) announce the strong point of view in order to reject the opponent's position and analyze and evaluate the opinions in the related field, and (4) suggest a new direction or trend. The intended audiences of this type of review are the researchers, experts, and parent members of the discourse community in that field.
The bibliographic review article is dealt with a limited subject area. All work published in a certain period of time should be included. The analysis of the review articles shows that there are varieties of the text types. In the bibliographic review, the text type is narrative and it may consist of a summary of findings or it can be indicative (i.e. merely in narrative form) or informative (i.e. providing an overview from a variety of publications in that subject with little criticism). As Virgo (1971) states this type of review has "brief notes of findings or opinions, with little criticism and usually without analysis" (p. 277). The intended audiences of this type of review are researchers and graduate EFL students. There are four main purposes for the bibliographic review article, they intend to: (1) become literature-oriented, (2) raise awareness of researchers and graduate students in their own present activity and related field, (3) inform the missing work in that field, and (4) give an overview of the subject.
The mixed-mode review article is intended to play twin roles and written by an outstanding expert in the field. It encompasses both literature-oriented and subject-oriented approaches. The author tries to provide an overview of the related field, or sub-field and then evaluates the developments. In this kind of review article, we have found a degree of intensity between narrative text type and critical evaluative text type. Sometimes the author intends to present an overview of recent developments and then he/she discusses the recent issues in that field, or the author first prefers to argue and raise an issue in that field and then he/she describes a brief overview and surveys the developments and finally the author recommends his/her suggestion.
As it has been shown above, it is difficult to arrive at a single characteristic or description of a review article in applied linguistics due to its various forms, classes, and functions. They sometimes intend to show integrative functions as mixed-mode reviews or critical evaluative functions as critical evaluative review articles or literature-oriented functions as bibliographic review articles. Most of the scholars in analyzing the functions of the review genres like Cozzens (1981) , Garfield (1987) , Mazella and Malin (1976) , Mulrow (1987) , Myer (1991), Noguchi (2006) , and Woodward (1977) found that junior researchers and graduate students use the review genres as a device to improve scientific knowledge in the related field by using well-documented ways of exploration, synthesizing, evaluation, and giving suggestion as a solution and new direction. Thus, it has become difficult for novice researchers and graduate students to keep up with the primary literature in the related field without consulting the review article because of its role in connecting them with the broader scientific knowledge in applied linguistics.
In the second phase of this research, we further investigated the characteristic features and purposes of the review articles in applied linguistics by consulting the specialist informants in the field of applied linguistics who were the solicited authors of the reviews in ARAL journal. Some of the questions that have been posed via face to face interview or e-mail interview are: (1) What is a review article? And how do you elaborate its functions in the field of applied linguistics? (2) What are the purposes of a review article?, (3) What are the features to be considered to publish an effective review article?, and (4) Who are the intended audiences of the review articles in applied linguistics? Their feedback was found to be significant in our study. It is important to note that the feedback received from the specialist informants might be referred to as qualitative data. This type of qualitative data is considered as a source of confirmer for the findings of this study. Some feedbacks follow: As the first informant's view suggests, the main focus of a review article is to look at the research critically and it intends to show the main trends to the experienced researchers and novice writers.
2) Review articles relate current work in an area to previous work, but focus much more on current and recent work-they are a guide to what has recently been done, and what is being done, for readers who want to know much about this: so they are best written by people who are up to date with not only journals, but all research in progress, and recent PhD work: they are most useful because they categorize, and distinguish between categories of work in an area, giving the reader a schema to organize and interpret all the things on a topic they read: they are selective, choosing to report in some detail studies, and research questions typical, and most significant, for the categories of the areas they aim to cover-though they do use a lot of bracketed references to refer the reader to citations of work not described in detail: they draw tentative conclusions about the current state of findings, whether questions have been resolved, or are in need of more research, and if so, of what kind in what area: the reviewers own personal opinions and preferences are only mildly influential, since these articles aim to represent what is important to many others working in an area: they try to make use of bulleted summaries, where possible, as a way of synthesizing points in a way which is readable, but with broad coverage: they are to some extent open-ended, aiming to point to future work, and issues for research, and in this way they are useful in setting research agendas and programs for future research: they make use of figures synthesizing studies and findings that can be skimmed and quite easily processed, alongside more descriptive text. (Informant '2', 2012, e-mail interview)
The second informant's feedback tries to give us a comprehensive definition of review article, and who their authors are and with what kind of requirements, its purposes, and functions. In the next view given by the third informant, we can find out that how the informant has tried to clarify the functions of a review article in applied linguistics and its focus on that field. He has classified its intended audiences into several main groups (i.e. experts, researchers, graduate students, and less familiar people with the area). Eventually, he has made a distinction between a review article and a review of literature chapter in PhD thesis and a review of literature section in research articles:
3) A review article summarizes, synthesizes and attempts to give an overall meaning to research, methods, and/or theory in a particular domain of investigation, defined by the article. It often also attempts to point to directions for future research and even point towards a potential trajectory of that work. Sometimes review articles focus on the work of a particular lab or group (usually associated with the author), to show the coherence and scope and direction of that group's work.
Readers may be people already deeply engaged in an area and who want to see another researcher's views and proposals for future directions or those in neighboring fields who want to get up to speed in the area, or people less familiar with the area who want to become acquainted with the major themes and work in the field. Sometimes they are also assigned to advanced classes or graduate seminars.
They are somewhat different than reviews of literature in graduate theses or dissertations where there is the additional function of displaying the candidate's comprehensive knowledge of the field. This additional function means that graduate theses may be less directed and focused in their reviews.
They are also different than the review section of research articles which are very tightly focused on setting up a specific background for the study to be presented. Review articles tell a somewhat focused but more comprehensive picture of lines of research or a general area. (Informant '3', 2010, personal face to face & e-mail communication)
In the fourth feedback, the informant has emphasized the characteristic features and functions of a review article in applied linguistics. She has referred to the intended audiences of her review article published in ARAL journal: The last feedback, finally, comes from the informant who has acted in our study as one of the 'informant nomination' sources (see section 2: Methodology). He has recommended us to hit review articles in applied linguistics in ARAL journal as sampling procedure in our genre-based study. He has put much more emphasis on targeting ARAL in this study because we may arrive at a clear understanding of review articles in the field of applied linguistics:
5) The purpose is to further discussion about a topic or about a scholar's contribution in order to determine the current state of the art. Contributions to ARAL are typically reviews of my first kind and a good way of arriving at an understanding of what a review article is would be to read a number of such articles. (Informant '5', 2011, e-mail interview) According to the specialist informants' feedback (as given above), it is reasonable to cater for their views as the value system of discourse community members in terms of unique conceptualization of the sub-genre of the review article as to what its characteristic features, classes, and functions should be. The answers provided by the informants of our research are enlightening and help to set in frame the results mentioned above. The informants' answers somehow help to see how the authors have classified their review articles in applied linguistics into three main classes and what the functions and characteristic features of the review articles should be.
A Colony of Review Genres
After the classification of review articles in the field of applied linguistics and examining the informants' views in terms of the characteristic features, classes, and purposes of this type of review genre, the researchers attempt to describe a colony of review genre in this section. To achieve this goal, the hints were taken from Bhatia's colony form. As given the inter-relatedness of review genre in the different levels, the upper levels and lower levels of review genre can be illustrated in a colony form (Bhatia, 2004) . This colony (see Figure 2) can display the relationships of the different levels. The colony shows a group of inter-related genres which they can share their individual communicative purposes. And as it has been mentioned before academic review genre can be classified into five sub-genres (Hyland & Diani, 2009 Vol. 7, No. 10; 2014 (i.e. academic, business, professional, and media contexts are mentioned in the figure above) and audience. The actual social context of review articles, for example, is not the same as blurbs. As shown above (see section 3.1), the intended audiences of the review articles in applied linguistics vary in the kind. Therefore, the intended audiences of the review articles are different groups namely, researchers, junior researchers, graduate students, the discourse community members, and editorial members of the journal. According to Myers (1989) , there are more than one type of audience, namely 'an immediate audience' of individual researchers (i.e. esoteric audience) and 'the wider scientific community' (i.e. exoteric audience). For instance, the addressee of 'critical evaluative' review articles are mostly often experts and researchers and this kind of review article is supposed to address 'an immediate audience' of individual researchers (esoteric audience), while the bibliographic review articles seem to address not only researchers as the immediate audiences but also non-specialists and graduate students as well. So, it can be added that the study of genre analysis enables us to make claims about the existence of social factors as envisaged in discourse communities. It is generally believed that a discourse community is a social space with experts at the center and aspiring novices and graduate students at the periphery (Swales, 1990, p. 27) .
As it has been pointed out, in the above figure, this genre colony makes genre colonization (Fairclough, 1992 as cited in Bhatia, 2004 . Actually, it is a process in which one genre integrates with another genre and in addition it leads to a hybrid form. They can share their own features together and the feature of one genre affects the other genre. In other words, there can be a sign of 'genre-mixing' or 'embedding of genres' (Bhatia, 1997; Sorayyaei Azar, 2012) . We cannot find static and fixed borders between in the different levels of these genres. The review genres can represent a group of closely related genres. They can serve to some extent similar communicative purposes, however there is no need to be shared in all of their communicative purposes. In other words, the colony shows "a function of the versatility of the genre" (Bhatia, 2004, p. 59 ). In the Figures 2 and 3 the colony of review genre is also illustrated. It should be here added that the base notion of the genre colony is adopted from Bhatai (2004). Vol. 7, No. 10; 2014 In fact, in the figure 3 the colony of review genres can be subcategorized into genres, namely art reviews, academic reviews and promotional reviews. These are genres which are closely related to each other and at least in one value they might be in common. We can notice in the blurb genre, the two genres namely academic and promotional one can be integrated and led to the blurb sub-genre. Or in review article genre, for example, we can find more than one function. It can be not only evaluative and present the writers' stance but it can also be informative giving us a history and informing the missing work in that field and transform much more data about the current work or theory, just like literature review. The review article itself, as shown above, can be classified into various kinds of review articles based on the functions they represent and carry out, namely critical evaluative review, bibliographic review, and mixed-mode review. As a result, the findings of the current study reveal that different sub-genres could be identified within the applied linguistic review article genre. According to Noguchi's (2006) study and Swales' (2004) suggestion, this type of review genre can be classified into historical or bibliographic review, issue review, current work review and theory review. The findings of our research are focused on the review article in applied linguistics with three main classes, while Noguchi's study and suggestion has been emphasized the science review article with four types. Or according to Woodards' (1974) classification, reviews in humanities and scientific fields might be critical, evaluative, interpretive, state-of-the art, historical and tutorial. Thus, it seems that even if review authors and journal editorial members in different disciplines share expectations that this academic review genre will be in different categorization and characteristic features, there is a general variation in the field and its community members with respect to the function and its classification continuum of review articles. We can suggest from the present study that the disciplinary variable, the value system of scientific community members, the editorial policy and exact scope of journals, and the authors' beliefs, ideologies, and communicative purposes influence the degree of categorization and characteristic features of review articles and thus the primary function the review articles fulfill.
Conclusion
In this study we firstly attempted to investigate the classes, characteristic features, and purposes of the review texts in applied linguistics selected from 32 randomly selected review articles that were published during 2000-2007 in ARAL journal, and compared the findings with those that are posited in Noguchi's (2006) work for sciences review articles. It is found that there are three main types of review articles in the corpus of this research namely: (1) the bibliographic review article which gives readers a comprehensive and descriptive record of annual works and it encompasses the literature-oriented approach, (2) the critical evaluative review article which encompasses subject-oriented approach, that is to say it identifies an idea or raises a research problem, then it gives its solution by analyzing and evaluating the selective works done before in the related field, and finally it suggests a new direction, and (3) the mixed-mode review article which has the twin roles and encompasses both literature-oriented and subject-oriented approaches. The fifty percent of the review articles in this research involve mixed-mode reviews (16 out of 32) and the rest of the reviews belongs to both classes, that is to say, the rate of distribution for the two classes is the same: 25% of the reviews involve critical evaluative reviews (8 out of 32) and 25% of the reviews involve bibliographic reviews (8 out of 32). This stage is based on the analysis of linguistic devices often used by the authors in 'Introduction' and 'Abstract' sections.
Secondly we consulted the specialist informants through personal communication and e-mail interview in order to look inside the value system of the discourse community. The second stage acted as a confirmer to our findings in the current research. This approach considered review articles on a continuum of classification ranging from the bibliographic review through the mixed-mode review to the critical evaluative review. This analysis in this study also indicates that the review articles in applied linguistics are characterized according to the author's beliefs and communicative purposes, the intended audiences, editorial policy and exact scope of the journal. And also in this study it is shown how colony of review genre may be developed through the specification of the review functions and values.
There is variation too across the disciplines: for example in biology science, the majority of the review articles, as it has been suggested, are classified into four categories (Noguchi, 2006) . Or let us take another example, the review articles in Biomedical Engineering (IEEE Reviews in R-BME) might be of two main types according to the statement of editorial policy: (1) Methodological Reviews, and (2) Clinical Application Reviews. The former is to present a critical review of current methods, while the latter one is to present a critical review of methods applied to a current clinical problem.
It is hoped that a closer understanding of the categorization system, characteristic features, and linguistic devices used by the authors to signal the classes and functions of the reviews in a given context may help uncover elements of the value system that emphasizes disciplinary discourse, while providing graduate EFL students and novice writers with the ability to make use of scholarly reviews and primary sources during their research www.ccsenet.org/elt English Language Teaching Vol. 7, No. 10; 2014 writing. Writing instructors are also advised to teach the textual strategies applied in the review articles in their English for academic purposes (EAP) classes. This will raise the awareness of graduate EFL students and novice writers of the categorization and characteristic features of the review articles so that they can be familiar how to monitor the review article genre.
Eventually, it is vital to acknowledge limitations to our study. It would have been better if a different discipline had been chosen in order to do a comparative study. The review articles in this corpus are all from applied linguistics and are not from non-applied areas, so the findings of this research need to be tested on review articles from other disciplines, particularly hard sciences so that EAP or ESP instructors can take advantage of the findings in their Seminar and Research Writing classes for hard science graduate students.
